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This is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on May 31 , 2006 in which claims 1 , 
3, 13, 20 were amended; claims 21-24 were added and claims 4, 16-17 were canceled. 

Status of Claims 

Claim 1-3, 5-15 and 18-24 are pending; of which claims 1, 13 and 20 are independent 
claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 5-6, 10, 11, 13 and 20 are rejected urider35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Grealish, US 6,711,715, 23 March 2004 and Barney et al. U.S. 
Patent no. 6,556,992 April 29, 2003. 

Grealish is directed to display state data including spreadsheets and databases 
(COL 1 lines 7-2). 

As to claim 13: 

A system for acquiring and presenting data, comprising: a computer that establishes a 
link with a database and imports data from 5e/ds in the database that are identified in a 
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parameter file, a memory that stores the imported data in at least one grouping that 

corresponds to a column in a spreadsheet user interface; an internal parameter that 

links corresponding data with each other to form a record of data; a selection 

component that allows a user to select, via said spreadsheet user interface, a particular 

data of a record and the format of the data for display; and a presentation device that 

displays the selected data via said spreadsheet user interface. 

The system for acquiring and presenting data is depicted in FIG 1 and described at COL 

5 line 55 and after. Grealish creates display state data for display objects contained 

within a hierarchical data structure (COL 2 lines 39-43), wherein the display objects are 

associated with data elements such as records (COL 1 lines29-43). 

Data is imported from a database at least when a user loads data (COL 8 lines 3- 

8). Since a user may choose to display only some of the fields of a record (COL 1 lines 

32-361 , a data structure such as a list must determine which ones are to be displayed, 

and this corresponds to an internal parameter file. 

In particular, the identifiers of columns in a record correspond to parameters 
(COL 3 lines 46-47J, and a column of a record, grid, or spreadsheet corresponds to a 
grouping of data elements. Fig 2a-2e depict displays in the format of a spreadsheet, 
wherein these displays are determined by display objects COL 7 line 24 to COL 9 line 
32. 

The sequence of displays in FIG 2a-2e is under control of the user, as noted throughout 
(COL 8 lines 1 5-1 8 in particular). The format of the display is the subject of the example, 
both color and grouping by columns (COL 8 lines 46-52). 
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It is noted, however, Grealish did not specifically detail the claimed feature of "a 
presentation device that displays statistical information about the selected data in a 
spreadsheet user interface by designated category" as recited in the instant claim. On 
the other hand, Barney et al. achieved the aforementioned claimed limitations by 
providing a method and system for rating patent and other intangible assets in which a 
statistical patent rating method is disclose (See Barney Title and Abstract) including a 
presentation display that displays statistic information (See Figures 4-12 and 
corresponding text; Col. 11, lines 14-Col. 13, line 8; Col. 28, lines 5-Col. 30, line 43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the display system of Grealish by introducing the statistical patent 
rating methodology in the database since Barney suggests the use of display for 
Internet application (See Barney Col. 29, lines 43-51). 

As to claim 6, the sequence of FIG 2a-2e and the corresponding discussion as 
noted above correspond to groupings chosen by the user, as do the columns to be 
displayed ICOL 7 lines 25-30 and elsewhere. 

The elements of claims 1, 5, 10, 1 1 and 20 are rejected in the analysis above and these 
claims are rejected on that basis. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 3, 7-9, 12, 14-15 and 18-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Grealish, US 6,711,715, 23 March 2004 and Barney et al. U.S. 
Patent no. 6,556,992 April 29, 2003 in view of Unger et al (Unger), US 5,721,910, 24 
February 1998. 

Grealish is not directed to a particular application, such as patent information 
database, but this is clearly a potential application to which it applies. Both Unger and 
Barney are directed to a database that models business applications such as patent 
publications (See Unger COL 2ljnes 58-63 and Barney Title and Abstract). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to apply 
the method of Grealish to the patent application of Unger because Unger manages 
display information (FIG 1-4) Barney provides a statistical patent rating and Grealish 
provides an efficient means to do this (COL 2 lines 29-36). Therefore, users would be 
provided W\\h a standardized method of comparing patent portfolios of various 
companies (See Barney Col. 30, lines 21-24); thus, requested reports would be 
automatically generated. 
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As to claims 2-3, a tight link is defined as a link that uses an access number of 
patent number (0018), and Unger teaches the use of such a link (ICOL 5 lines 17-25). 
As to claims 7 and 18, the parsing of patent literature includes the determination of 
citations (FIG 1 ; COL 5 lines 17-25). 

As to claim 8, FIG 1 at least depicts various Internal databases determined at 
various stages. 

As to claim 9, it is clear that the categories of FIG 1 correspond to pre- 
determination of bibliographic categories, and the list of such categories corresponds to 
a parameter file. The technical subject hierarchy per se clearly has the same function. 
The elements of claims 12, 14, 15 and 19 are rejected in the analysis above and these 
claims are rejected on that basis. 

As per claims 21-24, Barney suggest the use of an interface when displaying for 
internet application (Col. 28, lines 5-Col. 30, line 43). In addition, barney discloses 
"displaying of citation information about patents represented by the statistics"; "number 
of patents In a category"; as Patent metric (See Barney Col. 1 1 , lines 38-59). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is rennjnded of the extension of tinne policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantz Goby whose telephone number is 571 272 4017. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00AM-5: 30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571 272 4146. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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